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Accompanying this transmittal for filing with the USPTO is a Response to 
Restriction Requirement for Serial No. 10/634,103. 



If you do not receive all pages, please caU Katisleen at 303/863-9700. 

THIS FACSIMILE MESSAGE [S CONFTOBNTIAL AND MAY CONTAIN ATTORNEY PRlVtL£Q£D INFORMATION INTENDED ONLY 
FOR THE USE OP THE INDIVIDUAL OR COMPANY NAMED ABOVE. If the reader IS not ihc intended recipient, or the 
en^loyee or agent responsible to deliver it to the intended recipient, you are herehy notified that any dissen rinnti o n , 
distiibudon or copying of this cozmnunication is strxgdy prohibited. If you have received tiiis conrninnication in 
error, please immediately notify us by telephone, so fiiat we may arrange for the retnm of the oiigiDal message to us. 
Thank you. 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



In Re the Application of: 



Group Art Uoit: 2873 



JOHNSON etaL . 



Examiner Thomas, Brandi N. 



Serial No.: 10/634.103 



Con&mationNo. S859 



Filed: August 1,2003 



RESPONSE TO 
RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 



Atty.HleNa: 1604^59 



For: "METHOD AND APPARATUS FOR 
PROVIDING A GAS CORRELATION 
FILTER FOR REMOTE SENSING OF 
ATMOSPHERIC TRACE GASES" 




I hereby oertify that this paper is betng lac^nilB iranfimHtBd to 
the U.S. Pateat and Tsdem^rlc Office (F«x No. 703/872-9306) 



CERTIFICATE OF FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION 



Commissioner for Patents 



P.O. Box 1450 ^ 
Alexandria, VA 22313 

Dear Sin 

This response to restriction requirement is submitted in reply to the Examiner's Action 
having a mailing date of September 3, 2004. While no fees are believed due in connection with 
the filing of this paper, please charge any fees deemed necessary to Deposit Account No. 19< 



In the Office Action dated September 3, 2004, a requirement that one of three identified 
claim groups be selected for examination. The requirem^t is respectfully traversed. In 
particular, each of the identified groups of claims is not related to the other identified groups of 
claims as a process for using a product that can be practiced with another materially different 



product, or a product that can be used in a materially different process. 

la particular. Applicants note that the claims identified as part of Group n (Claims 33-42) 
include a step of "forming a correlation filter." In comparison, the claims identified as belonging 
to Group I (Claims 1-32) are either directed to a correlated filter device (Claims 1-23) or a system 
that includes a correlation filter (Claims 24^32). The claims identified as belonging to Group III 
(Claims 42-43 [sic 43-44]) include a "means for filtering,*' In view of these related elements, the 
finding of the Office Action that the product as claimed can be used in a materially different 
process is not accurate. 
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With respect to restriction between the two identified groups of system claims. 
Applicants note that ttie restriction requirement does not set forth any reasoning in support of 
such a requirement In particular, the only reasons given in support of the restriction requirement 
relate to restriction between a product and process, or to a different classification. However, as 
noted in flie restriction requirement, the claims of Groups I and DI are all related to systems, and 
are all classified in the same class and subclass. 

For at least the reasons set forth herein, restriction between the identified groups of claims 
would be improper. Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of the restriction requirement 
is respectfully requested. Applicants provisionally elect to prosecute Claims 1-32 (Group I) 
should the restriction requirement be made final. 

Applicants* attorney confirms that the Examiner telephoned to request an oral election on 
September 1, 2004. During that telephone conference. Applicants^ attomey requested that the 
restriction requirement be presented in writing. 

In view of the foregoing, reconsideration and withdrawal of the Examiner's restriction 
requirement are respectfully requested. The Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned by 
telephone if doing so would expedite the resolution of ^s case. 



Respectfully submitted. 



SHERIDAN ROSS P.C. 





Registration No. 44,189 
1560 Broadway, Suite 1200 
Denver, CO 80202-5141 
(303) 863-9700 
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